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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR LI 14 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1- 17(e)5 was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this appUcation is 
ehgible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1- 17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1,114. Apphcant's submission filed on 10/27/05 has been entered. 

Response to Amendment 

2. Applicant's amendment received on 8/22/05 has been entered and made of record. 
Currently, claims 1-22 are pending. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments, filed 8/22/05, regarding the previously cited rejection(s) of 
currently amended claims 1 and 12 have been fully considered and are persuasive. Therefore, 
the previous rejection(s) has been withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, a new 
ground(s) of rejection is made in view of Axler et aL (U.S. Patent Number 5,305,197). 

4. As discussed in the Office action dated 9/22/05, apphcant's arguments received on 
8/22/05 with respect to independent claims 9 and 21 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. For completeness, the examiner's response is duplicated and follows. 
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5. In response to applicant's arguments regarding the rejection of claim 9, which was cited 
in the Office action dated 6/27/05 as being anticipated by Smith (U.S. Patent Number 
5,630,103), whereby applicant argues on page 12, as well as pages 16-18, that Smith fails to 
teach of checking the time stamp in response to a customer ordering a publication, since, 
applicant notes, that Smith teaches that the date of the file is checked upon a new file being 
received. As read in column 3, Unes 13-18, Smith teaches that the receiving personal computers 
are subscribers of newspapers. Because of this, the receiving computer 48 of the subscriber 
station 45 inherently orders publications, as subscribers of newspapers have ordered the 
publications for them to be delivered. With this, Smith can be interpreted as teaching of 
checking a time stamp on a most recently printed publication stored in a storage area, as read in 
column 6, lines 48-67, and column 7, line 47-column 8, hne 26, being in response to a customer 
ordering a pubUcation, which is inherent in the subscribing process. 

6. Continuing, apphcant argues on page 12 that Smith fails to teach if a time stamp on a 
most recently printed publication stored in a storage area is checked, since in Smith, as argued, 
there is no mention of storage of a recently printed pubhcation in a storage area. As discussed in 
the Office action dated 6/27/05, Smith states in column 5, lines 34-40, that the subscriber station 
representation 45 has the procedure of "reproducing visually the newspaper copy 15 being 
transmitted into the visible copy 46 reproduced from files extracted from the data flow stream 
received at the radio receiver unit 47 and stored in the computer 48 for reproduction upon a 
viewing screen or printer." Thus, the visible copy 46, as seen in Fig. 1, is printed by the printer, 
being extracted from the received data stream, so as to be viewed by the subscriber, as well as 
being stored in the computer. With this, Smith further teaches in column 7, line 58-column 8, 
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line 26 that "the receiving software compares the received date with the date of the file already 
stored on the receiving computer 48". This comparison is used to determine whether a fi*esher 
version of the publication is available, as read in column 8, hnes 58-62. Thus, Smith can be 
interpreted as teaching of, in response to a customer ordering a publication, performing the step 
of checking a time stanp on a most recently printed pubhcation is electronically available, as 
ciurently recited in claim 9. 

7. Further, applicant argues on page 13 that Smith fails to teach of when it is determined 
that a fresher version of the printed publication is not electronically available, the most recently 
printed publication stored in the storage area is delivered to the customer. Smith teaches in 
column 7, line 52-column 8, line 65 that the version of the newspaper file delivered to the 
customer is a file stored in the storage area, which as discussed above is the most recently printed 
publication, when it is determined that a fresher version of the publication is not available, as 
seen in Fig. 6B. Thus, Smith can be interpreted as teaching of delivering the most recently 
printed pubhcation to the customer when it is determined that a fresher version of the publication 
is not available, as is currently required. 

8. Therefore, the rejection of claim 9, as cited in the Office action dated 6/27/05 under 35 
U.S.C. 102 as being anticipated by Smith et al, is maintained and repeated in this Office action. 

9. In response to apphcant's arguments regarding the rejection of claim 21 to Smith et al, 
whereby applicant argues on pages 19-22, that Smith fails to teach of monitoring the activity 
level around a physical location of a publication delivery system, that Smith fails to teach if the 
timing and number of printed pubhcations printed by a printing mechanism are based on the 
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activity detected by a response system, and that Smith fails to teach of reading a time stanp on a 
most recent printed pubUcation. As discussed above in the discussion of claim 9, Smith can be 
interpreted as teaching of reading a time stamp on a most recent printed publication. Continuing, 
as read in column 7, lines 25-40, Smith states that "The receiving computer 48 monitors its 
connection to the FM subcarrier receiver 47 until it begins receiving the data stream. It then 
monitors the incoming data stream until it detects the synchronization sequence " Thus the FM 
sub carrier receiver 47 can be interpreted as monitoring the activity level around the physical 
location of the publication delivery system 45, seen in Fig. 1 . Further, as discussed above, Smith 
teaches that the activity level of the data signals is monitored by the FM subcarrier receiver 47, 
as read in column 7, Unes 34-57. With this. Smith teaches that timing of the publications and the 
number of printed pubhcations is based on the detected activity level, as read in column 5, Hnes 
24-46, and column 7, line 41-column 8, line 65. Particularly, in column 8, lines 27-33. Smith 
teaches that the timing of the publications is based on the monitored level of activity, wherein the 
"receiver checks the data stream to ensure that it receives the end of data block and 
synchronization sequences. If it does it restarts the receive process. Otherwise, it again begins 
monitoring the data stream for the synchronization sequence." Further in column 5, Unes 24-46, 
Smith teaches that the number of printed publications is based on the monitored activity level, 
wherein "the visible copy 46 reproduced from files extracted from the data flow stream received 
at the radio receiver unit 47 and stored in the computer 48 for reproduction upon a viewing 
screen or printer." 

10. Therefore, the rejection of claim 21, as cited in the Office action dated 6/27/05 under 35 
U.S.C. 102 as being anticipated by Smith et aL, is maintained and repeated in this Office action. 
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Claim Objections 

1 1 . Claim 19 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

In claim 19, lines 1 and 2, "the time stamp" is recited, having no antecedent basis, as the 
claim is dependent to claim 12. The examiner suggests changing line 1 of claim 19 to read 
"method as in claim 17 43" or changing lines 1 and 2 to read "wherein ^ a time stamp. . .". 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

12. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed pubUcation in this or a foreign country or in pubhc use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

13. Claims 1-6, 12-16, and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Axler et al (U.S. Patent Number 5,305,197). 

Regarding claim 7, Axler discloses a publication delivery system (see Fig. 14) 
comprising a printing mechanism for printing copies of a publication (column 4, line 46-column 
5, line 33), and a response system that monitors activity around a physical location of the 
publication delivery system in order to detect proximity of potential customers (see abstract, and 
column 6, line 37-column 7, Une 3 1), wherein timing and number of copies of the publications 
printed by the printing mechanism is based on the activity level detected by the response system 
(column 6, hne 37-column 7, line 31), wherein an increased detected activity level, results in an 
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increased number of copies of the publication being printed (column 6, line 37-column 7, line 
31). 

Regarding claim 2, Axler discloses the system discussed above in claim 1, and further 
teaches that the system is a kiosk (see Figs. 1-12) and the publication is a newspaper (column 5, 
lines 6-33). 

Regarding claim 3, Axler discloses the system discussed above in claim 1, and further 
teaches that the response system includes a microphone that is used to monitor noise level 
(column 5, hnes 34-60). 

Regarding claim 4, Axler discloses the system discussed above in claim 1, and further 
teaches that the response system includes an optical sensor to detect movement near the 
publication dehvery system (column 6, hne 37-column 7, hne 31). 

Regarding claim 5, Axler discloses the system discussed above in claim 1, and further 
teaches that the response system includes a motion detector used to detect movement near the 
publication delivery system (column 6, line 37-column 7, line 31). 

Regarding claim 6, Axler discloses the system discussed above in claim 1, and further 
teaches of network access, the print delivery system using the network access to update content 
of the publication (column 7, lines 7-15, and column 9, lines 1-15). 

Regarding claim 12, Axler discloses a method for distributing a pubUcation by an 
autoinated pubhcation delivery system (see abstract, and column 4, line 46-column 5, line 33) 
comprising monitoring activity around a physical location of the automated pubhcation dehvery 
system in order to detect proximity of potential customers (see abstract, and column 6, hne 37- 
column 7, hne 31), and in response to detection of an increased activity level around the physical 
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location of the automated publication delivery system, printing additional copies of the 
publication for distribution (column 6, hne 37-column 7, line 31). 

Regarding claim 13, Axler discloses the method discussed above in claim 12, and further 
teaches that the automated publication delivery system is a kiosk (see Figs. 1-12) and the 
publication is a newspaper (column 5, Unes 6-33). 

Regarding claim 14, Axler discloses the method discussed above in claim 12, and further 
teaches that the monitoring is performed using a microphone to monitor noise level (column 5, 
lines 34-60). 

Regarding claim 15, Axler discloses the method discussed above in claim 12, and further 
teaches that the monitoring is performed using an optical sensor to detect movement near the 
automated publication delivery system (column 6, line 37-column 7, line 31). 

Regarding claim 16, Axler discloses the method discussed above in claim 12, and further 
teaches that the monitoring is performed using a motion detector to detect movement near the 
automated pubHcation delivery system (column 6, line 37-column 7, hne 31). 

Regarding claim 20, Axler discloses the method discussed above in claim 12, and further 
teaches of using network access by the automated print dehvery system to update content of the 
publication (column 7, hues 7-15, and column 9, lines 1-15). 

14. Claims 9, 10, 21, and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Smith et al (U.S. Patent Number 5,630,103, cited in the Office action dated 6/27/05). 

, Regarding claim 9, Smith discloses a method for distributing a pubhcation by an 
automated kiosk (subscriber substation 45), comprising the following steps, in response to a 
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customer ordering a publication, performing by the kiosk, checking a time starrp on a most 
recently printed publication stored in a storage area (column 6, Unes 48-67, and column 7, line 
47-column 8, Une 26), determining whether a fresher version of the printed publication is 
electronically available (column 7, line 47-column 8, line 26), when in the determining step it is 
determined that a fresher version of the printed publication is not electronically available, 
dehvering to the customer the most recently printed publication stored in the storage area 
(column 5, Unes 1 1-65, and column 7, line 52-column 8, hne 65, see Figs. 6A and 6B), and when 
in the determining step it is determined that a fresher version of the printed publication is 
electronically available and the customer indicates a willingness to wait for printing, obtaining 
the fresher version of the printed pubhcation, and printing out the fresher version of the 
publication for delivery to the customer (column 5, lines 1 1-65, and column 7, hne 52-column 8, 
line 65, see Figs. 6A and 6B). 

Regarding claim 10, Smith discloses the method discussed above in claim 9, and further 
teaches that the determining step comprises contacting, by the kiosk, an electronic publisher of 
the pubhcation, wherein the electronic publisher performs the following, conq)aring a checksum 
for a most recently generated version of the publication with a checksum for the most recently 
printed pubhcation stored in the storage area (column 6, lines 1 1 -column 8, line 26), and 
indicating to the kiosk the results of the comparison (column 7, line 52-column 8, line 26). 

Regarding claim 21, Smith discloses a publication deUvery system comprising a printing 
mechanism for printing a publication (column 5, lines 24-46), a response system that monitors 
activity around a physical location of the publication dehvery system (column 8, line 66-column 
9, hne 1 1), where timing and number of printed publications printed by the printing mechanism 
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is based on the activity detected by the response system (column 5, Unes 24-65, and column 7, 
line 14-column 9, Une 1 1), a storage area that stores printed publications (column 7, line 52- 
column 8, Une 1 1), and a time stamp reader for reading a time stamp on a most recently printed 
publication stored in the storage area, wherein the print delivery system uses the time stamp to 
determine freshness of the most recently printed publication stored in the storage area (column 6, 
lines 48-67, and column 7, Une 47-column 8, line 26), wherein in response to a customer 
requesting the publication, the time stamp reader checks a time stamp on a most recently printed 
publication stored in a storage area (column 6, Unes 48-67, and colunm 7, Une 47-column 8, Une 
26) to determine whether a fresher version of the printed publication is electronically available 
(column 7, line 47-column 8, line 26), and when a fresher version of the printed publication is 
electronically available, obtains the fresher version of the printed pubUcation, and prints the 
fresher version out on the printing mechanism for deUvery to the customer (column 5, Unes 11- 
65, and column 7, Une 52-column 8, line 65, see Figs. 6A and 6B). 

Regarding claim 22, Smith discloses the system discussed above in claim 21, and fixrther 
teaches that the customer is given an option to wait for printing out of the fresher version of the 
publication or to immediately receive an already printed copy of the publication (column 5, Unes 
1 1-65, and column 7, line 52-column 9, Une 1 1). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

15. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

16. Claims 7 and 8, and 17-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Axler et al (U.S. Patent Number 5,305,197) in view of Aisenberg et al (U.S. Patent 
Number 6,209,090, cited in the Office action dated 6/27/05). 

Regarding claims 7, 8y 17y and 19, Axler discloses the system discussed above in claim 1, 
and further teaches of a storage area that stores printed pubUcations (column 7, lines 7-15), but 
fails to expressly disclose of a time stamp reader for reading a time stamp on a most recently 
printed publication stored in the storage area, wherein the print delivery system uses the time 
stamp to determine freshness of the most recently printed pubhcation stored in the storage area, 
and if the time stamp is a bar code and the time stamp reader is a bar code reader. 

Aisenberg discloses a publication delivery system (column 2, hues 42-60) that comprises 
a time stamp reader for reading a time stamp on a most recently printed publication stored in a 
storage area (see Fig. 6, column 10, line 51 -column 1 1, hne 55), wherein the system uses the 
time stamp to determine freshness of the most recently printed publication stored in the storage 
area (see Fig. 6, and column 1 1, lines 2-55). Further, Aisenberg teaches that the time stamp is a 
bar code and the time stanp reader is a bar code reader (column 8, hne 56-column 9, hne 43). 

Axler & Aisenberg are combinable because they are from the same field of endeavor, 
being systems that distribute printed media. At the time of the invention, it would have been 
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obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to include the time stamp reader for reading a time 
stamp on a most recently printed publication stored in the storage area, with the print deUvery 
system uses the time stamp to determine freshness of the most recently printed publication stored 
in the storage area, as taught by Aisenberg in the system of Axler. The suggestion/motivation for 
doing so would have been that Axler's system would become more secure, as the system would 
accurately provide time stamp data in a way that would improve the integrity of the document 
and the exact date or time the documents were last modified, as recognized by Aisenberg in 
column 1, lines 1 1-63. Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine the teachings of 
Aisenberg with the system of Axler to obtain the invention as specified in claims 7, 8, 17, and 
19, 

Regarding claim 18, Axler discloses the method discussed above in claim 12, and but 
fails to expressly disclose if the determining step comprises contacting, by the automated 
publication delivery system, an electronic publisher of the publication, wherein the electronic 
publisher performs the following steps, comparing a checksum for a most recently generated 
version of the publication with a checksum for the most recently printed publication stored in the 
storage area, and indicating to the automated publication delivery system the results of the 
comparison. 

Aisenberg discloses a method that includes a determining step that comprises contacting, 
by a automated publication delivery system, an electronic publisher of the publication, wherein 
the electronic publisher performs the following steps, con:5)aring a checksum for a most recently 
generated version of the publication with a checksum for the most recently printed publication 
stored in the storage area (see Fig. 6, column 2, line 42-column 3, line 2, and column 10, line 51- 
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column 11, line 55), and indicating to the automated publication delivery system the results of 
the conparison (see Fig. 6, column 10, line 51 -column 11, line 55), wherein the system uses the 
time stanq) to determine freshness of the most recently printed publication stored in the storage 
area (see Fig. 6, and column 11, lines 2-55). 

Axler & Aisenberg are combinable because they are from the same field of endeavor, 
being systems that distribute printed media. At the time of the invention, it would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to include comparing a checksum for a most 
recently generated version of the pubUcation with a checksum for the most recently printed 
publication stored in the storage area, and indicating to the automated pubhcation delivery 
system the results of the comparison, as taught by Aisenberg in the system of Axler. The 
suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been that Axler' s system would become more 
secure, as the system would accurately provide time stamp data in a way that would improve the 
integrity of the document and the exact date or time the documents were last modified, as 
recognized by Aisenberg in column 1, lines 1 1-63. Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
combine the teachings of Aisenberg with the system of Axler to obtain the invention as specified 
in claim 18. 

17. Claim 11 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Smith et al (U.S. 
Patent number 5,630,103, cited in the Office action dated 6/27/05) in view of Aisenberg et al 
(U.S. Patent Number 6,209,090, cited in the Office action dated 6/27/05). 

Regarding claim 11, Smith discloses the method discussed above in claims 9, but fails to 
expressly disclose if the time stamp is a bar code and the time stamp reader is a bar code reader. 
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Aisenberg discloses a system that includes a time stamp reader for reading a time stamp 
on a most recently printed publication stored in a storage area (see Fig. 6, column 10, line 51- 
column 11, line 55), wherein the system uses the time stanp to determine freshness of the most 
recently printed pubUcation stored in the storage area (see Fig. 6, and column 11, lines 2-55). 
Further, Aisenberg teaches that the time stamp is a bar code and the time stamp reader is a bar 
code reader (column 8, hne 56-column 9, hne 43). 

Smith & Aisenberg are combinable because they are from the same field of endeavor, 
being systems that provide time stamps on printed media. At the time of the invention, it would 
have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to combine the bar code and bar code 
reader taught by Aisenberg in the system of Smith. The suggestion/motivation for doing so 
would have been that Smith's system would become more efficient, as the system would 
accurately provide time stamp data in a way that has a reduced number of moving parts and 
reduced power consumption, as recognized by Aisenberg in column 8, Une 63-column 9, hne 11. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine the teachings of Aisenberg with the system of 
Smith to obtain the invention as specified in claim 1 1 . 

Conclusion 

18. Any inquiry conceming this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joe Pokrzywa whose telephone number is (571) 272-7410. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 9:00-5:00. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Edward L. Coles can be reached on (571) 272-7402. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an apphcation may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system Status information for published apphcations 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Pubhc PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Joseph R. Pokrzywa 
Primary Examiner 
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